ABSTRACT
INTRODUCTION
Moral Education in Malaysia is part of the school curriculum from pre school right up to secondary and college level. This subject emphasizes the spiritual, family, environmental, social and humanitarian aspects in the total development of the individual. School-based assessment is implemented at pre school, primary and lower secondary level through observation, written and oral tests. A centralized examination was introduced in systematic and organized manner. The Project Work also aims to evaluate and assess the achievement of Moral Education holistically. It also aims to instill good virtues among students and provide them with ample opportunities to bring out their strengths and self development in the process of carrying out the project work (Malaysian Examination Board, 2004) .
In implementing the Moral Education Project Work, the Ministry of Education stated that the Project Work would be criteria for all students who will be sitting for the Moral Education 1225/1 as a prerequisite for certification purposes. The Project Work would be executed at school level starting from form four till students complete their form five. Students would have to complete their Project Work as required and verified by the school administrator.
Evaluation and assessment would be carried out by teachers teaching Moral Education. These teachers would have to plan the process and activities for the Project Work for all the students whom he or she is teaching. Evaluation will be based on the format given by the Malaysian Examination Board. The students will be assessed twice in form four and twice in form five for recording purposes but 
Problem statement
Since this is the first time that Moral Education project work is implemented in Malaysia as part of a national school assessment, this paper intends to explore the views of teachers and students involved directly with the practical component or Project Work. This is seen as a beginning of collecting evidence on the nature and validity of the Project Work for improved practice and implementation.
being
Research methodology
The discussions in this paper are based on observations and interviews conducted with teachers and students who were directly involved with the Moral Education Project, conducted by the Malaysian Examination Board, Ministry of Education Malaysia.
There were 50 participants from forms 4 and 50 from form 5, they were from urban and rural schools in Peninsular and East Malaysia. 10 teachers teaching Moral Education were also interviewed. There were no differences between male and female students as they were chosen in random.
Findings/issues
Almost all the secondary schools carried out the Project Moral Education who were not trained to teach the subject were not sure of how to plan the task for the students. Since the form five students were required to complete only two projects, some teachers took it easy, thinking that they can complete the project within a week or two.
As one student said:
We Some of the teachers who were interviewed commented that they had no choice, but to force students to complete their activities within the school compound. At least the teachers knew that the students carried out some activities. Since their heads of department were also pressured by state and district officers for the students' evaluation sheets to be completed in a short duration, teachers had to rush and complete the Project Work within a short period of time. They felt guilty too especially for giving grades on the 'sahsiah' (personality) component.
Here the Moral Education teacher had to report on the personality of the student. Evaluation in this component is solely based on the observation of the teacher. The teacher had to observe different aspects of learning and the attitude of each and every student. Observation is based on three important components. Firstly,"selfdevelopment", where students must be able to show they have communication skills in applying moral values.
Students are also expected to have understanding and cooperative skills in group work and communication.
Second is "democracy", where students instill and are able to apply moral values in decision making situations. 
Discussion
With all these backfires and flaws as well as some positive comments from the students, the Project Paper needs to be seriously looked into. One particular student who wrote in the local newspapers said that he preferred doing social service for Moral Education for he could really apply the values learnt in the classroom compared to just studying and bringing it out in a written examination. He mentioned that before they began enjoying the holidays, they dropped at a childcare centre for the poor, where his group helped to clear up the place and had fun playing with the children there. It made his whole group realize that they were extremely fortunate to have been born into families that are well-off, with parents who love and care for them, unlike the children in the childcare who were left at the centre while their parents work hard to make ends meet.
According to Tessmer (1993) , benefit from a formative evaluation effort is particularly warranted when the designer is new to the practice of instructional design and the content is also new to the designer or the team. When the instructional strategies are experimental, then the accurate task performance is important. Opportunities for revision should also be there. In the case of the Project Paper in Moral Education 1225/2, students as well as teachers were not clearly briefed of the rationale and the procedure of the whole assessment. They were expected to execute the planned evaluation without allowing space for any trial and error period. 
Conclusion
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